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SubjWts judged the behavior of a target person who . 
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helped. In addition, subjects were told that Vither (1) 80 percent of 
all persons tested had helped, (2) 2^ percent had helped, or 
nothi^ng about the percentage tha.t helped. The data revealed tl 
subjects' judgements were a function of the social desirabili* 
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^ Perceivlag the Cood Samflritaa; 



Effecto o f the Betfavlor o f Qtherg 



' ^ on 'At tfibutions-of -Altruism' - -i-jr 

This research investigated attributions of causality inferred from 
an /actor's behavior in an altruism experiJnent. A typical paradigm for 
altruism experiments ' involves presenting a subject, who is either par- 
ticipating alone or with a group of passive confederates, with the 
option of helping or not helping's person in distress (see Berkowltz, ^ 
1972; Krpbs, 1970; LatanS & Darley, 1970j Macauley & Berkowi^, 1970; 
Staub, 1974 for reviews). Accor-dlng to attribi^ion theory, whether 
an actor's behavior in such a setting is perceived^s personally 
or situationally caused should be a function of/both\he social conse- 
quences of the actor's behavior (Jones & Davis, 1965) as well as the 
behavlqr of other persons (Kelley, 1967^ 1972),. 

Jones and Davis' (1965) "acts to disposition" model predicts that 
behaviors which result in sociaUy undesireable consequences lead to 
the assignment of a personal locus of^causallty. ^e. rationale under- 
lying this assumption is that most people act in socially desireable 
ways most of tfie time and, therefore, undesireable behavior provides 
<a great deal of information about an individual's personal characteris- 
tics. Using a somewhat different approach, Kelley's (1967, 1972) 
"analysis of variance" model predicts that any behavior which is dif- 
ferent from that of , other persons in the same situation leads to the 
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assignment of -a personal locus causality*. --The. j:ationalfiu«34,^J^^ 
this asbuapLlon -ts- that vf ienever a pcreonlj i f'bshavtor i s d lfferftnt frm n 



that^of others in the same situation, 'tliefe can 1>e no conottn factor 
inherent in that situation which could have initiated the behavior. 

Both the^ Jones and, Davis and the-Kelley f oroulations^ make identi- 
fcal predictions regarding tfie locus of causality attributed to the be- 
havior of a subject who participates in an altruism e3q>eriment alone. 
For example, the behavior of a subject who goes to the aid of a person 
in distress should not be assigned ^.-''personai iocus of causality be- 
cause such behavior has both a socially desireable consequence and be- 
cause perceivers, probably assume that most subjects would go to aid the 
person. Conversely, the behavior of a subject who did not help the 
person should be assigned a personal locus of ^ causality because it has 
both socially imdesireable consequences and it is different from what 
perceivers would e3q)ect most subjects to do. 

However, in those conditions^ in which a subject participates in 
the altruism e3q)eriment along with passiv^e confederates, the two for- 
mulations of attribution theory make opposite predictions. For cxJainple, 
the behavior of a subject who does npt ijelp the p6rson In distress while 
participating with the passive cdnfederatea" should be assigned a personal 
locus of causality according to the Jones and Davis formulation because' 
the observed behavior is low In social deslreabllity. But according to 
Kelley's foniiulatton, this behavior should not be assigned a ti^rsoj 
locus of causality bedise the subject'' s behavior is Id^ticaTto that 
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Ch e rbvermi pieJIutions rftga g ding the ao nl gn Tna nf n f a rersonal vftrsuB 

" " d"Vituationai~ locus' of ^auialfty f6r'^tTieT>ehaVio-r-of S" subject t^ct ^8 

to aid the person in distress while the .confederates sit passively. 
That is, the Jones and Davis formulation^dicts that such altruistic 
behavior should not be attributed a i^rsonal locus of causality because 
of its high social desireability whereas the Kelley forifulation predicts 
that it should be assigned a personal locus because the behavior is 
different from that of the other persons in the same setting. Even if 
one were to add an additional experimental condition' to the traditional 
altruism paradigm in which the confederates went to the aid of the 
person instead of remaining passive, these; divergent predictions from 
the two formulations would remain. . . 

Therefore, the present research was conducted to examine the patteni 
of causal attributions about a target person who had participated in a 
typical altruism experiment. Subjects were asked to attribute causality 
to the behavior of a target person who had either helped or not helped 
a person in distress. In addition, the context in which this be^iavior 
occurred was varied such that the target person (male , and female) was 
either alone or with confederates who helped or didn't help. 

One additional variable was included which dealt with information 
given subjects about overall rates of altruistic behavior. Subjects 
were told that either (a) 802 of all persons participating In a par- 
ticular experimental condition helped the person In distress, (b) that 
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20%^ of all pBTSOOT itt the imrti-rnlftr ^mAniofn^^^ 

iio liiformatl o a r egardlne rateo of helping b e havi o r . — It v as expected 



that -this information regard'15gT)ase fates of "iSrttutfiiirwoxiM a«::ras 

an anchor for subjects to use when attributing causality to the target 

* 

person's behavior* 

Method 

Sxtbjgcts 

Subjects were Introductory psychology students who participated 
In the experiment as a partial course requirement. Subjects participated 
In groxips with an approximately equal number of males and females in 
each experimental condlt;ion. 
Design X 

The study^l^lyed a2x2x3x3 completely randomized factorial 
design. The independent variables were the sex of the target person 
(male, female), the target person's behavior (helped, did not help), 
the experimental condit^^on of the target person in the altruism study. . 
(alone, with others w^'o helped, or with cithers who |ld not help), and the 
base rate Information subjects received regarding Altruistic b^avior 
(no information, 20% helped, or 80Z helped)/ Tenlspbjects participated 
in each of tjie 3^ experimental conditions. 
Materials . 

Series of slides were made depicting the conditions of an altruism 

study similar to that of Latent and Rodin, (1969). The first slide in a, 

. 1 ^ 1 

series showed the target person (and four experimental confederates) 
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eateiing-^hs . l aboratory anc k4>^ 8-^ge^^^t)y^T^-^<-trac tly-e_-£enala ex- 

pe r lmentei . — Tin; - sec o nd allde sh o wed tho exp e rin ea t e r h a n d ing out fl 

^festioiSaire that theTafget' pefson CarH cMfecrerat'e8)~vere- ostensibly - 
to complete and the third slide showed the experimenter leaving the 
room as the target person (and confederates) worked on the questionnaire 
The fourth slide depicted the target person (and confederates) Initially 
hearing the experimenter's plea for help after she had supposedly fallen 
off a chair and Injured her ankle. The remaining sllde(s) in the series 
showed the target person (and/or confederates) either going to aid the 
experimenter or not going to her aid. The particular series of slides 
shown was determined by the experimental condition. 
Procedure 

Subjects were told that the purpose of the present experiment .waft 
to evaluate the behavior of a target person who had participated in an 
altruism study. They were led to believe that the experimenter had 
previously conducted the altruism experiment although the slides that 
they were to observe were only a recreation of that study. 

For half the subjects i the target person in the slides was a fe- 
male who either helped or did not help the person in distress, and for 
the other subjects the tariget person was a male who either helped or 
did not help. Further, the target person participating in the altruism 
study was either alone, with a group of four confederates who did not 
go to the aid of the person in distress, or with a group of four con- ^ 
federates who went to the aid of the person. In those conditions in 
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which the confederates vere preset, ^hey^^ere^ the- .same ^ ^ x m the 
t^t^g^t person* 
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During " the presentation of the slides ^ the experliaeriter read a 
description of the experimental condition of an altruism study that 
corresponded to the particular series of slides. For those conditions 
In which confederates were present, the experimenter pointed out to 
the subjects the Individual who was the target person and the Indi- 
viduals who were the confederates. The same Individual (male or fe- 
• male) was always the target person regardless of the experimental con- 
dition. It was also during this description that the experimenter 
stated several times that Mther 80% of all persons tested had helped 
the person In distress, that 20% of all persons tested had helped, or 
said nothing about what percent of all persons, had helped, 
s Dependent Measures 

,Followlng the presentation of tjh^ series of slides, subjects were 
given booklets containing a ni^b^ of. Items which they vere to use in 
evaluating the behavior o|^e target pejson. The dependent measures 
involved the subjec^^^ttributlons of causality of the target person's 
behavior, their estimates of the generality of that behavior, and their 
evaluative impressions of the target person's personality. 

Attribution of^caiJsality was measured by asking subjects to indi- 
cate the percentage of sftuatlonal causation and the percentage of 
personai-«««3atlon for the target person's behavior. This item was 
presented such that the total causation attributed would equal 100 percent:. 
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EsLlmaie p o£ Ll ii^ g e miralitir of the-- target per o on^ s hahfl vio r^ 

^^mr&S: l5jr aBlctrnr wbjecis to in d icate o n a ten point 8 c a l o th e extent 

to which the target person's TjeHaviorncouia ITe related^toTtesl^lf e 
situations. Evaluative Impressions of the target person were measured 
by having the subjects rate the person on nine pairs of bipolar adjec- 
tives*^ Subjects were Instructed to circle the number on a ten point 
scale which best Indicated their Impressions of the target person* 
The booklet also contained one additional item which dealt with sub- 
jects' estimates of the percentage of all people who would have helped 
the person in distress under similar circumstances. This latter item 
was used both as a manipulation check to see If subjects were respond- 
ing to the inf ormattpn. they had received regarding base rates of al- 
trulstlc behavior and as a measure of the effect of the Independent 
variables on subjects' own estimates of base rates for altruistic be- 
havior. 

Results 

Attributions of Causality 

The mean percentages of personal causality attributed to the tar- 
get person are presented In Table 1 and the ANOVA summary for this data 
is presented In the first column of Table 4. As would be e3q>ected, 
the altruism condition had a significant effect on subjects' attribu- 
tions of causallty^ (F « 9.48, df - 2/324, £ < .001). When the target 
person was participating in the altruism study aloie, subjects assigned 
a higher percentage of personal causality to the behavior (M « 56.99%) 
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t a r get person >refr^fMfr^ grnnp o t c c r n feder g te B tha i; did 



,L help (M - 4?»20%) or with a grou p-of-coo f ede r a te s th a t h e lpp - d 
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Insert Tables 1 and 4 about here 



The analysis of subjects' attributions of causality also revealed 
a significant interaction as a function of the altruism" condition and 
the target person's behavior (F - 23.64, df » 2/324, £ < .001). When 
the target person participated in the altruism sttifiy alone, subjects' 
attributions of causality varied ' according to p.e target person's be- 
havior. That is, a higher percentage of persoilial causality was attri- 
buted to the target person who was alone when he/she did not help the 
person in distr^s? (M » 64.40%) than when he/she helped, <M - 49.58%). 
However, when the target person participated with a group of confed- 
erates, subjects' attributions of causality varied as a function of 
the sidLlarity/disslmilarity between the target person's behavior and 
the confederates' behavior. When the confederates did not help, more 
persoi^ causality was attributed to the target person's behavior when 
he/she helped (M • 57.32%) than when he/she .did not help QI - 37.08%). 
But when the confed^arates helped, more personal causality was attributed 
' to the target person* s behavior when he/she did not help (M • 51.43%) 
than when he/she helped (M - 40. jg). In other words, more personal 
causality was attributed to the target person's behavior whenever that 
behavior' Was the opposite of the behavior of the confederates. 
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alt r uistic behavi or influen ced- thoir attrib u ti o n s of ca us ali ty a s evi- — 
denced" by the significait "three-way interactIon~l.fimvin^he-altruiw- 
condltlon, the farget person's behavior, and the base rate information 
(F » 2.64, df « 4/324, £ < .05). Although an identical ordering of 
means was obtained for each Information condition when averaged across 
the sex variable, the altruism condition and the^ target person's be- 
havlor had less of an effect on subjects* attributions of causality 
when they had been told that SOJT of all persons had helped than when 
given no Information or told^hat 20% helped. 
Estimates of Generality 

Vcd meantf for subjects' estimates of the extent to which they 
thought the target* person ' s behavior could be generalized to a real 
life situation are presented in Table 2 and;^the ANOVA summary is pre- 
sented in the Lcond column of , Table 4. Whether the target person 
helped or did not help the person in distress had a significant effect 
on subjects' estimates of the generallty-tJf the bejiavlor (F » 20.96, df 
1/324,' £ < .001). The socially undesireable act of not helping was 
rated as more generallzable to real life situations, (M « 3.04) than the 
socially desireable act of helping (M « 4.28). 



Insert Table 2 -about feere 



The effect of helping or not helping the person in distress was 

I 

also Influenced by the behavior of the confederates as shown by the 
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significant li^ ;eractlp n of the-^ltr ulam condition w i th th e /t a rg e ^ 
son's beha vio r (j^' 3.99, Jf ^ ^324t-1 

behaylor 41d not, follow exactly the same pattern as the Interaction 
of these variables for subjects' attributions of causality. Although 
not helping was estimated as more generallzable (M =» 2.65) than helping 
(M.= 4.67) when the target person participated alone, estimates of 
generality when conf ederates^were present with the target person did 
not consistently vary as a function of the similarity/dissimilarity 
between the target person's behavior and the confederates' behavior. 
Behavior by the target person which was opposite that of the confed- 
erates' resulted in higher estimates of generaUty only in the altruism 
condition in which the confederates helped the person in distress. 
That is, when the confederates helped, the behavior of the target per- 
son who did not help was rated as more generallzablel to real life 
situations ,(M = 3.13) than the behavior of the target person who helped 
(M = 4.63). But when the confederates did not help, therp were essen-^ 
tlally no differences in the' estimates of generality for the target .per- 
son who helped (M 3.55) and for the target person who did not help 
(M = 3.35). 

An inspection of the means in libfe 1 shows that this relationship, 
between t^e altruism condition and-^the tatgll pei^on's fcehavior was 
influenced to some extent by the information subJect?^ wer*-"glven re- 
garding blse rates of altruistic behavior. Subjects told that 80% of 
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all persons tested had helped judged the garget person's behavior as 

t 

being mote generalizable whenever it was the opposite ^'f t^e behavior 
■ of the confederates'! whereas subjects told that 20% had helped or given 
no information always judged not helping as more generalizable- than 
helping.. This relationship was reflected by the marginaUy slgnifi- 
cant interaction involving base rate information and the target per- 
son's behavior (F = 2.52, df = 2/324, £ < .10). 
Base Rate Estimates of Altruism 

The means and ANOVA summary for subjects' estimates of the per- 
centage of all persons who would have helped under similar circumstances 
presented in Table 3 and the third column of Table 4, respectively. 
As shown in the tables, the behavior of the target person had a si^ 
nif leant effect on subjects/ estimates of the percentage of all people 
who would have helped? Ql = 1 26. 67. df - 1/324. £" < .-001). This data is. 
identical to that obtained for the estimates of generality In that sub- 
jects who had seen a target person go to the aid of the person in dis- 
tress estimated that a higher percentage of all persons would help 
(M » 67.39%) than Subjects who i^ad se^n a target person who did not 
^ aid the person (M 56.44%). ' . 

Insert Table 3 about here * 

The information subjects received regarding rates of altruistic 
■■ behavior also bad a significadt effect on their estimates of the per- 
centage of all persons who would help (F - 82.91.'df - 2/324,. £ < .001). 
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Subjects ;told that 80% of the -persons who participated In the a;trulsm . 
.study had helped estimated that a higher percentage of all people\uld 
help under, similar circumstances (M - 75.92Z) than subjects told that 
oiiay 20Z of the persons In the study had helped - 43.42Z). Subjects 
given no. information regarding rates of altruistic behavior gave Inter- 
■ mediate estimates (M ■ 66.421). 

However, the effect of this base rate information was modified 
by the ^truism conditioox of the target person. The significant in- 
teraction of the base rate informatiou with the altruism condition 
(F - 4^00, df = 4/324, £ < .05) was the result of a different ordering 
of the mean estimates of the percentage of all persons who woxild help 
^fteach of the altruism conditions. Subjects given no information re- 
garding base rates estimated that a higher percentage of all persons 
would help alter ^bserving a target person participate alone (M = 70.25Z) 

or with confederacies who did ^ici^^elp QI - 71.25%) than with confederates 

i 

who helped <M« 57.75Z), whereas subjects told that 20Z of all persons 
• ' •' / 

had helped gave tii'gHer estimates after observing a target person with 

confederates who helped = 47.25Z) or did not help (M - 46.25Z) than 
a target person participating alone (M - 36.75Z). Interestingly, sub- 
jects told that 80Z of all .persons had helped gave almost identical 
estimates after observing the target person participate alone (M - 78.0OZ), 
with confederates who helped - 75 . 00%) , and with coij^ederates who did 
not help (M * 74.00%), 




14 



) 



Perceiving the Good Samaritan 

14 

There were also two other interactions obtained involving the 
base rate information. The first of these is a marginally signifd- 
cant Interaction of the base rate information with the target pers^'s 
behavior ^ «= 3.00, df = 2/324, £ < -06). An Inspection of the means 
presented in Table 3 shows that the effect of helping versus not helping 
on subjects' Estimates of the percent of all persons who would help 
was greater when subjects were given no Information regarding base rates 
than when told that either 202 or 80% of all persons tested had helped. 
The second Interaction reached the conventional level of significance 
and Involved all four independent variables (F = 4.00, df » 4/324, £ < 
.01). Unfortunately, the nature of this Interaction is unlnterpretable 
ahd shows only that the relationship between base rate -Information and 
the other variables is highly complex. 
Evaluative Impressions 

Summaries of the univariate and multivariate F ratios used to 
analyze subjects' evaluative impressions of the target person are pre- 
sented in Table 5. Significant multivariate F ratios were obtained for 
the altruism condition (F - 1.92, df = 18/632, £ < .05), the target pe^ 
son's behavior (F = 26.09,' df - 9/316, £ < .001) and the Interaction of 
these two variables (F - 5.42, df - 18/632, £ < .001). ^n addiWon, the 
sex of the target person resulted in a significant multivariate f\ ratio 
(F - 4.67, df = 9/316, £ < .001) as did the interaction of the sex of 
the target person, the altruism condition, and the target person's be- 
havior (F - 1.81, df = 18/632, £ < .05). 
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An Inspection of the unlvatlate F ratios for this data revealed 
that the target person who participated In the altruism study with con- 
federates that did not help was rai^d as significant more ^tlve and 
stronger than the targe'r person who participated either alone or with 
confederates that helped. Furthermore, the target person who helped 
the person in distress, in comparison to the target person who did not 
help, was judged to be significantly more independent, active, strong, 
warm, intelligent, and likeable. The female target person was judged 
to be significantly more likeable and attractive xhan the male target 
person. 

The univariate P ratios for the significant multivariate interac- 
tion of the altruism condition and the target person's behavior re- 
vealed that the evaluative lnq)resslons were determined by the similarity/ 
dissimilarity between the target person's beshavlor and the confederates' 
behavior when the confederates were present, but were prlmarUy deter- 
mined by the social deslreablllty of the behavior when the target per- 
son participated alone. Th&t is, whenever the target person.' s, behavior 
was opposite that of the confederates who were present, the target per- 
son wa&^rated as more Independent, nonconforming, and harder to in- 
fluence than when the target person's behavior was identical to that 
of the confederates'. Therefore, helping versus not helping per se 
did not Influence the evaluative li!5)resslons when the target person 
participated with confederates. However, when the target person par- 
ticipated alone, the target person who performed the socially undeslreable 
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act of not helping was rated as more dependent and easily influenced 
than the target person who performed the socially desireable act of 
helpings The only inconsistent finding regarding this outcome in the 
data was that the target person who helped when alone was rated just 
as conforming as the target person who did not help when alone. 

The univariate ^ ratios for the three-way interaction of the 
altruism condition, the target person's. behavior, and the sex of the 
target person showed that subjects' evaluative iii?)ressions were de- 
termined by the stimulus conditions to a greater extent for the female 
target person than the male target person. That is, the previously 
mentioned interaction of the altruism condition with the target person's 
behavior for judgments of dependent-independent were more pronounced 
when the target person was female than when the target person was male. 
Furthermore, ratings of the femaj|fl' attractiveness varied according to 
the social deslreability of her behavior when she was alone, but 
varied according to the similarity/dissimilarity between her behavior 
and the confederates' behavidr in those conditions in which confederates 
were also present. The^ratings of the attractiveness of the male target 
person showed no differences as a function of either the social desire- 
ability of the behavior or the confederates' behavior. 

Discussion 

The re8ul,t8 show that the effect of the social deslreability of 
the observed behavior on S^ributions of causality depended on whether . 
the target person had participated in the altruism study alone or with 
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Other persons. When the target persoBS^tad participated alone, Judgments 
of personal causation were a function o| the social desireability of 
the observed behavior, i.e., th* socially ubdesireable act of not lielp- 
ing was judged to be more personally caus/d than the socially desireable 
act of helping. But when the target^^rson had participated with?other 
persons, the social da^sireability of the observed Jbehavior did nol directly 
influence causal attributions. Instead, judgments of personal cavfeality 
were a function of tEe-Woailarity/disslmilarity between target! per- 
son*s behavior and fthat of the othei?, persons. Behavior by the^^toget^ 
person which was different from the behavior of the other persons i^a^ 
judged to be more personally caused than behavior which was identttal 
to tY^LLmdt the other persons. / 

This finding that^the act of not helping a person in distreps led 
to theoassignment of increased personal causation when the target i'er- 
son was alone is consistent with both the Jones and Davis il96p and 
the Kelley (1967, 1972) formulations of attribution theory, ^e act 
of not helping was expected to be more personally caused becApe of 
its socially undesireable consequences and it is contrary ta what most 1^ 
persons would be expected to do under similar circumstanceal respectively. 
However, when other persons were present in the altruism situation with 
the target person, the obtained data support the Kelley fpnmxlation of 
attribution theory but do not support the Jcmes and Davi^ formulation. 
In these experimental conditions where the two formulatibns made oppos- 
ing predictions, the behavior of the other persons in ihe setting mediated 
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sxibjects' attributipns of personal causality but the social desireability 
of the target person's behavior had^no direct effect on their attribu- 
tions. 

Thia differential support for the. two formulations of attribution 
theory as a function of when other persons were present in the situation 
was also apparent in the subjects' esi^timates of the generality of the 
behavior to a real life situation and their evaluative impressions of 
the Xarget person. Although not helping was judged as more general- 

t^eal life situations and was generally rated less favorably 
than helpingv these data also varied according to whether the target 
person had participated alone or with other persons. Subjects' judg- 
ments were a function of the social desireability of the behavior when 
the target person participated alone, but were a function -of the simi- 
larity/dissimilarity between the target person's behavior and the be- 
havior of the other persons when the others ^were present. However, -it 
should be noted that th6 effect of the presence of others was not as 
consistent for the estimates of generality as it was for, the evaluative 
in5)re8sions and the previously mentioned attributions of causality. 
The estimates of generality when other persons were present varied only 
when the others had helped, whereas the evaluative Impressions and the 
attributions of causality varied regardless of whether the others had 
helped or not helped. 

Furthermore, this relationship between the target person's behavior 
and the behavior of the other persons present in the situation was 
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generally consistent for both female and male target persons. Subjects' 

attributions of causality ^d their estimates of the generality of the 

^ (fffke ^ ^ ^ ^ 

behavior did not vary as a function of the^target person although sub- 
jects' evaluative impressions did vary to some extent for the male and 
female target person. The female target person was rated as weaker, 
more likeable, and more attractive than the male target person which 
seems to reflect cultural stereotypes. The finding that the evaluative 

ln5)resslons for two of the pairs of bipolar adjectives were determined 

» 

by the stimulus conditions more for the female than the male target 
person is consistent with previous research suggesting that females are 

perceived as being more responsive to situational Influences than males 

/ 

(Miller, 1967). " * 

Telling subjects the percentage of all persons who helped the per- 
son in distress under similar circiimstances had been expected to 
modify their judgments of the target person. However, the effect of 
I this base rate information was' minimal and resulted only in one sig-, 
nificant Interaction for attributions of causality and one marginally 
significant interaction for estimates of generality. Both these In- 
teractions showed .that the relationship between the target person's 
being alone versus being with others and helping versus not helping 
was differeo(tj7hen subjects were told that 80% of all persons had helped 
ar compared to when they were told tfiat only 20% helped or given no In- 
iormation. Unfortunately, this effect of telling subjecits that a large 
majority of persons act altruistically was Inconsistent be6||^e this 
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Information tended to increase the relationship between the altruism 
condition and the target person's behavior for subjects' estimates of 
generality but tended to decrease the relationship of these variables 
for attrlbutloiis of causality. 

^ Although this effect of the different types of base rate informa- 
tion does' not correspond with principles derived from attribution theory, 
it is consistent with previous research which has also found that 

base rate information has only a slight effect (McArthur, 1972) or no 
effect on subjects' judgments of target persons (Miller, Glllen, Schenker, 
& Radlove, 1973; Nlsbett & Borgida, 1975). The minimal usage of base 
rates of altruism in the present research does not appear to be due to 
a misunderstanding or forgetting of this information because subjects' 
own estimates of the percentage of the general population who'wQiild help 
accurately reflected the base rate information they had received. Further- 
more, the findings that subjects generally did not utilize the base 
rate information for their judgments of a particular target person even 
though the target person's actions of helping versus not helping in- 
fluenced thel'r judgments of altruism by the general population is con- 
sistent with research conducted by Nlsbett and Borgida (1975). These 
authors investigated subjects' attributions regarding participants in 
both an altruism and a Milgram-type obedience experiment and concluded 
that "subjects' unwillingness to deduce the particular frdm the general ^ 
is matched only^by their willingness to infer the general from the 
particular" (p. 19). 
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Therefore, subjects' judgments of a target person: In an altruism 
situation seem to be based almost entirely on the behavior they observe 
while equally relevant Information regarding base rates Is generally 
l^orted. -These findings suggest that subjects' xisi of Information in 
making judgments about a target person depends on the nature of the 
Information Itself. Observation of a target person's behavior as it 
occurs concurrently with behavior by other individuals influences the 
attribution process, but being told the degree of s^larlty/dlsslmi- 
larlty* between the target person's behavior and the behavior of others 
has little effect on the attribution process. At least as far as 
altruism situations are concerned, it's as if subjects believe what 
they see, not what they hear. 
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Footnotes 

^Parentheses indicate that' separate sets of slides were used for 
those conditions in which confederates were present in the recreation 
of the altruism study. 

J The pairs of bipolar adjectives were: dependent-Independent, 
passive-active, weak-stroit^rwa^m=cold, Inteillgent-not Intelligent, 
confonnlng-not conformlngAllkeable-unllkeable, easily Influenced- 
.hard to Influence, and attifectlve-unattractlve. <.k 
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